Dear u r. ^ heat ley, 12/s/94 

I'm gla 4' you like Case Open. “* 

I take tliifj time to respond to your letter, realizing that you raay not like what I 
say, because like many you have been misled by the books that while they pretend to be 
factual are not. Iiost of those v;hose books are available are not legitimate subject- 
matter experts, 'they make theories up and then twist and dlstrot whatever they can 
find to make their theories appear to be real# 

If you were familiar wit^ my books, which come mostly from the official evidence, 
you would know that the history of the Zapruder film makes what you suspect impossible# 

It was not processed by the NPIC. And, in fact, the NPIC 1 s interpretation of it, 
which ^ have in my fourth book, destroyed the Commission's interpretation of when shots 
were fired# 

It was processed that day by ^astman Kodak in ^allas# It was officially admitted that 
three extra copies were made# I*ve recently been imformed that newly-disclosed records 
say ihefe were six* While I liave no conf innation of bootleg copies I*ve been told in 
Dallas that bootleg copies were made wliile the film was in the darkroom# 

The original was flown to ^hicago that night, for use in the coming issue of LIFH# 

One copy was flown tliat night to the Secret Service in Washington# Zapruder held onto / 
one for several days# In Chicago a black and white print w as made for use in the magazine# 


At tliat time, according to LIFE, after I exjgfbe d the fact that. four frames wee were 
missing in the original it was damaged and patched by a technician. 

It was not possible to toy with the film in Dallas and it was likewise not possible 
to recover all the copies so. tliat all the supposed alterations could be identical# f 
they were not, that would have meant detection and the greatest of scandals# 

Aside from these /few missing frames I know of no reason to believe that the film 
was doctorec^s ^roden, ivingstone and others } claim. They are not aware of the official 
evidence, either# Livingstone claims it was toyed with became without tliat all his work 
is worthless. It does show the back of the head intact, no sign of blood on it a fter 
the fatal shot and none on his shirt collar# 

To the best of my knowledge this is true also - of the autopsy film. The truth is 
that except to those with bucks to make or fame to earn the autopsy film destroys the 
official story. As you would see in my Post Mortem. And even Bowron’s chart, under 
Ivingstone* s strong pressure, does not show the back of the head blown out# There were 
some honest mistakes in judgement by those who saw the right side blow out well to the 
back and there was also hea^r^ndsrepresentation of what some of those medical people said. 

As you would see in my first book, Zapruder himself ^ragreed with the official in- 
terpretation of Ids film# Please excuse the rush# ^ really did not have time for this at 
my age and in the state of my health with the work ^ am still trying to do# 3 est wishes, 
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/jj [0^^ Weisberg 


